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Response to Amendment 

This Office Action is in response to a communication made on June 15, 2006. 

Claims 11-24 and 38-51 have been cancelled. 

Claims 1, 25, 26, 33, and 52 have been amended. 

Claims 53 and 54 have been newly added. 

Claims 1-10, 25-37, and 52-54 are pending in this application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-2, 6-8, 10-15, 25-29, 33-35, 37, and 52-54 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Monday (6480860) in view of Alavi 
(6704723). 

Regarding claim 1, Monday teaches a computer based method for retrieving 
information for use by a requester application (Column 1 , lines 49 - 51 ), comprising the 
steps of: 

sending, by the requestor application, an information request to a master pivot 
program (Column 4, lines 63 - 65), the information request including document 
information related to a requested information document; 
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retrieving the document information from the information request (Column 5, lines 
32 - 34); 

retrieving document retrieval information from a configuration database as a 
function of the document information (Column 7, lines 28 - 30), the document retrieval 
information including a destination system (Column 7, lines 28 - 30); 

sending the document retrieval information and the information request to a 
destination pivot program coupled to the destination system; 

retrieving the requested information document from the destination system by the 
destination pivot program (Column 7, lines 53 - 57); and, 

sending the requested information document to the requester application 
(Column 7, lines 64-67). 

Monday does not explicitly indicate that the retrieved documents are financial 
documents. 

Alavi teaches a system of retrieving documents from a database system through 
a pivot program (Column 4, lines 14-28). Alavi teaches the databases in the system 
are including financial information and reports (Column 2, line 67 - Column 3, line 4). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use Alavi's teaching to include financial information and 
documents in Monday's teaching of retrieving documents in order to allow the client to 
query the system in order to receiving business type information stored in databases. 

Regarding claim 25, Monday teaches a computer based system for retrieving 
information for use by a requestor application (Column 1 , lines 49 - 51 ), comprising: 
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a requestor application for generating an information request (Column 4, lines 63 
- 65), the information request including document information related to a requested 
information document (Column 5, lines 32 - 34); 

a configuration database containing document retrieval information (Column 7, 
lines 32 -41); and 

a master pivot program, coupled to the requestor application and the 
configuration database (Figure 2, element 125, the pivot program, 123, the requestor, 
and 250, the configuration database), for receiving the information request, retrieving 
the document information from the information request (Column 7, lines 28 - 30), and 
retrieving document retrieval information for the requested information document from 
the configuration database as a function of the document information, (Column 5, lines 
54 - 57) and for retrieving the requested information document from a destination 
system using the document retrieval information (Column 7, lines 60 - 61 ). 

Monday does not explicitly indicate that the received document is part of a group 
of documents. 

Alavi teaches a system of retrieving documents from a database system through 
a pivot program (Column 4, lines 14 - 28). Alavi teaches that each query or queries 
generate a set of results that can get returned to the client (Column 4, lines 54 - 56). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to include Alavi's teaching of retrieving a set of results per user 
request in order to obtain all results from each query not just a single document. 
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Regarding claim 52, Monday teaches a computer program product for retrieving 
information for use by a requester application (Column 1 , lines 49 - 51 ), the computer 
readable program code comprising: 

computer readable program code means for sending, by the requestor 
application, an information request to a master pivot program (Column 4, lines 63 - 65), 
an information request to a master pivot program, the information request including 
document information related to a requested information document; 

computer readable program code means for retrieving the document information 
from the information request (Column 5, lines 32 - 34); 

computer readable program code means for retrieving document retrieval 
information from a configuration database as a function of the document information 
(Column 7, lines 28-30); 

computer readable program code means for retrieving the request information 
document from a destination using the document retrieval information (Column 7, lines 
53 - 57); and 

computer readable program code means for sending the requested information 
document to the requestor application (Column 7, lines 64 - 67). 

Monday does not explicitly indicate that the received document is part of a group 
of documents. 

Alavi teaches a system of retrieving documents from a database system through 
a pivot program (Column 4, lines 14 - 28). Alavi teaches that each query or queries 
generate a set of results that can get returned to the client (Column 4, lines 54 - 56). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to include Alavi's teaching of retrieving a set of results per user 
request in order to obtain all results from each query not just a single document. 

Regarding claims 2 and 29, Monday teaches a computer based method, as set 
forth in claim 1 and 25, respectively, wherein the information request is an extensible 
markup language document (Golumn 5, lines 3 - 5). 

Regarding claim 26, Monday teaches a computer based system, as set forth in 
claim 25, wherein the master pivot program is adapted to deliver the requested 
information document to the requestor application (Column 7, lines 62 - 67). 

Regarding claim 27, Monday teaches a computer based system, as set forth in 
claim 25, wherein the document retrieval information includes a destination and a 
master control interface command (Column 7, lines 47 - 50). 

Regarding claim 28, Monday teaches a computer based system, as set forth in 
claim 27, including a master control interface adapted to execute the master control 
interface command (Column 7, lines 59 - 62). 

Regarding claims 6 and 33, Monday teaches a computer based method, as set 
forth in claims 1 and 25, respectively, including the step receiving the document retrieval 
information and the information request by a master control interface (MCI) coupled to 
the destination pivot program (Column 5, lines 25-31, where the bridge and the XML 
translator is the MCI), the master control interface being adapted to process the 
information request (Column 5, lines 32 - 34). 
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Regarding claims 7 and 34, Monday teaches a computer based method, as set 
forth in claim 6 19, 33, and 47, respectively, wherein the MCI includes a wrapper 
computer program application adapted to pass the information request from the MCI to 
the destination system (Column 5, lines 37-41). 

Regarding claims 8, and 35, Monday teaches a computer based method, as set 
forth in claim 1 , 1 1 , 25, and 38, respectively, wherein the configuration database is a 
relational database (Column 7, lines 34 - 41 , where the configuration database is the 
association file with the DTDs). 

Regarding claims 10, and 37, Monday teaches a computer based method, as 
set forth in claim 1,11, and 25, respectively, including the step of providing a 
configuration tool for maintaining the configuration database (Column 1 , lines 59 - 65 
where the DTDs in the association file can be dynamically configured and maintained). 

Regarding claim 53, Monday teaches a computer based method, as set forth in 
claim 1. 

Monday does not explicitly indicate that the financing document is one of a 
contract document, a least document, a purchase document, a sales document, and a 
payment document. 

Alavi teaches a system of retrieving documents from a database system through 
a pivot program (Column 4, lines 14-28). Alavi teaches the databases in the system 
are including financial information and reports (Column 2, line 67 - Column 3, line 4), 
which includes at least sales (Column 5, lines 7-13). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use Alavi's teaching to include financial information and 
documents in Monday's teaching of retrieving documents in order to allow the client to 
query the system in order to receiving business type information stored in databases. 

Regarding claim 54, Monday teaches a computer based system, as set forth in 
claim 25. 

Monday does not explicitly indicate that the information request includes 
additional document information related to a second requested information document 
that is party of the group of requested documents, and the master pivot program is 
further configured to receive the information request, retrieve the additional document 
information from the request, retrieve additional document retrieval information for the 
second requested information document from the configuration database as a function 
of the additional document information, and retrieve the second requested information 
document from a destination system using the additional document retrieval information. 

Alavi teaches a system of retrieving documents from a database system through 
a pivot program (Column 4, lines 14-28) which includes additional document 
information related to a second requested information document that is party of the 
group of requested documents, and the master pivot program is further configured to 
receive the information request, retrieve the additional document information from the 
request, retrieve additional document retrieval information for the second requested 
information document from the configuration database as a function of the additional 
document information, and retrieve the second requested information document from a 
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destination system using the additional document retrieval information (Column 4, lines 
48-67). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to include Alavi's teaching of retrieving a set of results per user 
request in order to obtain all results from each query not just a single document. 

Claims 3-5 and 30-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Monday in view of Alavi, and in further view of Seo (6732360). 

Regarding claims 3 and 30, Monday teaches a computer based method, as set 
forth in claims 1 and 25, respectively. 

Monday does not explicitly indicate the step of sending the information request to 
the master pivot program includes the step of calling an application program interface 
(API). 

Seo teaches a system with a client, a pivot program, and a destination pivot that 
includes an API interface for communication between the client and the master pivot 
program (Column 3, lines 21 -26). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
rejection was made to use Seo's teaching of using an API to communicate between the 
master pivot and client in Monday's system in order to allow the client to interface with 
many databases and a JDBC broker as the master pivot (Column 1, lines 18-24; lines 
59-64). 

Regarding claims 4 and 31, Monday teaches a computer based method, as set 
forth in claims 3 and 30. 
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Monday does not explicitly indicate the step of creating, by the API, a structure of 
routing information. 

Seo teaches a system with an API between a client and a master broker that 
includes creating a structure of routing information (Column 3, lines 60 - 62; Column 4, 
lines 8 -10; lines 16-20). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
rejection was made to use Seo's teaching of using an API to communicate between the 
master pivot and client in Monday's system in order to allow the client to interface with 
many databases and a JDBC broker as the master pivot (Column 1, lines 18-24; lines 
59 - 64). 

Regarding claims 5 and 32, Monday teaches a computer based method, as set 
forth in claims 4 and 31 . 

Monday does not explicitly indicate the step of sending the information request to 
the master pivot program includes the step of sending the information request to the 
master pivot program through a socket. 

Seo teaches the step of sending the information request to the master pivot 
program through a socket (Column 3, lines 54 - 59). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
rejection was made to use Seo's teaching of using an API to communicate between the 
master pivot and client in Monday's system in order to allow the client to interface with 
many databases and a JDBC broker as the master pivot (Column 1, lines 18-24; lines 
59 - 64). 
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Claim 9 and 36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Monday in view of Alavi, and in further view of Rutkowski (5826270). 

Regarding claims 9 and 36, Monday teaches computer based method, as set 
forth in claims 1 and 25. 

Monday does not explicitly indicate that the configuration database includes 
routing rules for a plurality of requestor applications and destination applications. 

Rutkowski teaches a database system with requestors, a pivot, and databases 
(Column 4, lines 14 - 21 ) that includes routing rules for a plurality of requestor 
applications and destination applications (Column 5, lines 11-17). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use Rutkowski's teaching in Monday's system in order to allow 
multiple requestors issued requests at the same time (Column 2, lines 19 - 24). 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 , 25 and 52 have been considered 
but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Prior Art 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 
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U. S. Patent No. 6510434 issued to Anderson, because it discloses querying 
documents servers. 

U. S. Patent No. 6665662 issued to Kirkwood, because it discloses formatting 
queries for documents. 

U. S. Patent No. 6438540 issued to Nasr, because it discloses transforming 
queries for documents. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kevin Bates whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3980. The examiner can normally be reached on 8 am - 4:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Saleh Najjar can be reached on (571) 272-4006. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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